■ Dear Harold: 


November 17 , 1970 


The suits sound as though they are doing OK. Thanks for keeping me in- 
formed of them. Nichols feels that the judge will rule this month on 
whether his suit will be heard. He feels that the government has exhaasted 
its stalling tactics. He sent me a copy of his Memorandum Brief for 
Plantiff. Would you like a copy? It was filed on Oct. 13 of this year. 

I agree with the info you got in your recent interview with TK as a possible 

explanation for many of the pieces ^of misinformation in the commission's in- 
vestigation. Incompetence, carelessness, and oversight are very importnat 
in this case as far as I am concemned. Pre judgment or perhaps a fear of look- 
ing in certain directions also accounts for much of it. I tend to believe in 
a minimum of coverup or conscious deception in the main areas of the case 
(as opposed, for instance, to the attempts to hide things such as the Milteer 
stuff in order to protect Hootoer and company )v The misgiving about the Clark 
panel does not surprise me. I would still like to know how much Fisher had 
to do with selling’ it to the Justice Dept. I tend to feel that they were 
taken for a sleigh ride. Perhaps when Ned sees Ramsey Clark he can get some 
inkling of this. If they didn't have misgivings about Liebeler, then I would 

assume that they are more incompetent then they already look at times. By 

the way, I wonder how they felt* about the Junior staff# in general. For 
instance, those memos by Hubert and Griffin on several subjects (i.e. the 
ones outlining the conspiracy theories which I found among the documents 
on Larry Crafard) which are a bit irresponsible. In fact, I am glad that 
the critics, even at their most irresponsible (of which we are all guilty 
AT times), hade not published some of these things. 

By now your publisher should definitely have the sketch of the King assassin- 
ation made by John Jacobs in Memphis. I got mine at the end of last week. 

On a subject I have discussed before, I think that some of the letters you 
have written to Paul are excessive, especially in tone. As you know, I 
agree that Paul's memo is full of holes or at least conveys sufficient 
misconceptions to be very misleading. I do not feel that there are answers 
to many of the questions you, I, Dick, et. al. have raised. But neither do 
I think, as I know you don’t, that Paul has defected or sold out or anything 
of that sort. I do feel that he has been careless with conclusions, something 
incredibly untypical of Paul. Whether or not his thinking could have been 
influenced by Alvarez is not of concern to me, since I am only concerned ## 
that his thinking be clear and straight. In other words, if he# were dis- 
agreeing Tffith us based on new facts or a new analysis of them, then I would 
think it good. Whether other pressures in his life have led to a sudden 
drop in the quality or style of his wwrk is totally unknown to me, but I 
am certain that he does not intend to publish something to which others 
have valid objections. By now he has been bombarded with countless lengthy 
attacks on his position, many of which refer him to evidence, testimony, etc. 
In order to reply tfithin a reasonable time he would need to abandon all other 
activities. And to make matters worse, everyone is hitting him with a wide 
variety of criticisms at onee. I suggest that we all take one issue at a 
time and discuss it with Paul (i.e. like the Tague hit). It is worthwhile 
bearing in mind that at least as far as I know Paul has generally not been 
involved in discussions of big events and theories, at least not with me. 

He has generally tended to be working in many microscopic areas. He has 

never wasted time (if it is a waste which is debatable) on theorizing in 
big issues, but rather on investigating the many small details which make 
up each larger question. Consequently, this is the first time I have been 
aware of his feelings about the bigger event — feelings which I assume he has 
entertained for some time. Now that he has asked questions, many of which 
have been asked before, perhaps it is time that we all discussed them. Paul 
is an ild and good friend, more to jjou than me for sure since I haven't had 
1/10 the contact with him. And yet, I value his mind, work, and opinions 
as I'm sure you do such that I feel that these things should be discussed 

if he feels differently than we do. Nell, that's about all. Best. Gary 


